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Research Progress and Trends of Website Evaluation since the

21st Century
Fan Jiajia & Ye Jiyuan

ABSTRACT Research progress of the evaluation of international academic websites since the 21st century is summarized and
analyzed from six major aspects in the “Full Evaluation” system analysis framework, including evaluation subject, evaluation ob-
ject, evaluation aim, evaluation criteria and indicator, evaluation methods and evaluation rules. This paper points out the future
research topics as follows: to promote the diversity of evaluation subjects; to expand the types of evaluation objects rationally ac-
cording to practical needs; to ascertain evaluation aim first; to consummate the three-in-one system of form, content and effect of
an evaluation; to establish standard and reasonable evaluation criteria; to construct a scientific, practical and classified evaluation
indicator system; and to attach importance to rules of website evaluation. 7 tabs. 63 refs.
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